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October 1 2 .  2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flaq" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flaq technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Peter Landers 
6223-Rime-Village Dr NW Apt 2 0 7  
Huntsville, AI. 35806 
USA 
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October 12,2003 

Chnirman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm W d h g  to vdce my oppapition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" teehnology for digital television. As a conmuner 
and cilizen, I feel skongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer righe, and the u l h a t e  adoption of DW. 

A robust, competitive market for ccnmner electronics must be rooted in manufnchuersl ability tc innovate for their cuetomera. Allowing 
movie studios to veta fenhues of DTV-reccptiion equipment will ennble the shldios to tell technologists what new products they can 
creste. This will result in product8 that don't necessarily reflect whst consumers like me actudy want and it could result in me being 
c h q e d  more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues s broadcast flsg mandate, I would achldy be less likely to m& an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment. 1 will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights s t  the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcsst flag 
technology for digital television. Thnnk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Stanley Wright 
Rt 92  PO Box 30 
South Oibson, PA 18842 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman Michiel K. Powell 
Federd Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for Clgtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such P policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie stud~os to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necetsarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functiondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mike an inverbnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &grd television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Joseph Young 
7716 Roberts St. NE 
Albuquerque, NM 87109 
USA 
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Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposnlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
whet new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnterlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast nag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slneerely, 

Karl Palutke 
800 Lelsure Lake Drlve 
Apartment 18-B 
Warner Roblns, GA 31088 
USA 
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October 12,2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicatiom Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washingtan, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I e.m w%iting to voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brosdcsst flag" technoloey for digital television. As s ccnsumer 
and c i thn ,  I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

Arcbust, competitive market for ccnsumer electrcnicw must be rooted in mmufschrren' sbility to innovate for their customers. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect whst consumers like me actuually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues s brcadcsst flsg mandste, I would ac tudy  be leas likely to mske 
equipment. I will not pay mcre for devices that h i t  my rights s t  the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for &@tal television. Thank you for your rime. 

Sincerely, 

David Wood 
408 8th Ave. 
f f l B  
Bmoklyn, NY I I2 15 
USA 

inveibnent in DN-capable receivers and other 
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October I'2,2003 

Chairman Michsel K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 1'2th Street, N W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Deer Michael Powell, 

I MI Writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of"broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer 
and citizen, I feel skongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer eleckonics muwt be rooted in manufaohmen' ability to innovate for their customero. Allowing 
movie studio@ to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new productl they c m  
create. This will result in products that don't n e c e m d y  reflect whnt consumers like me actudy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior hct ional i ly  

If the FCC issueo a broadcast flag mandate, I would s c t u d y  be less Uely to maLe m investment in ON-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. ThanL you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Sean Cooper 
65 Lookout St. 
Springboro, OH 45066 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chaimzn Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Cornmrrrton 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broidcast f lag technology for digital 
television. A5 a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be dmagmg in terms of 
innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Owen Swerkstrom 
W7222 Luther Rd 
Spooner, WI 54801 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the 5 t u d i O S  to 
tell technologmts what new products they can create. ?his will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mike an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for diad television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Robert Huss 
150 Shenvood Dr. #76 
Salinas, CA 93901 
USA 
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October 12. 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charqed more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank YOU for your time 

Sincerely. 

Alan Field 
2917 Debra Drive 
Raleigh. NC 2 7 6 0 7  
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

C h v m a n  Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wcihng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fllg" technology for d e t a l  
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such P policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
cightr, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market fox consume.( electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie stuclos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios t o  
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me acmally want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to male an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will nobpay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telmision. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Brody Hurst 
810 Forest Glade Cir 
Grass Valley, CA 95945 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FGC-mandated adoptlon or "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon. AS a 
contiumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a polky would be bad for Innwatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robuSt. competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflectwhat consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Davld Dugan 
920 W. Dblslon 
Normal, IL 61761 
USA 
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October 12,2003 

ChaLman Michsel K. Powell 
Federal Communicetions Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wsehington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michsel Powell, 

I m Writing to voice my opposition to any FCCrmandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televilion. As a consumer 
and ci&en, I feel strongly thet such a policy would be bsd for hovat icn,  conswer Fights, and the ultimate adoption of D7Y. 

A robust, competitive mnrket for c o n m e r  electronici muot be rooted in manufsctwen' sbfity to innovate for their customen. ~IIowing 
movie ntudion to veto fenlures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consunerw like me actually want, and it could result in me being 
chmged more money for inferior hmctionslity. 

If the FCC issues s broadcsat flsg mandate, I would sc tudy  be le## likely to meke 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my Fights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not msndate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. ThanL you for your h i m ( .  

Sincerely, 

Bron Rogers 
P.O. Box 462 
Alpena, AR 7261 I 
USA 

investment in DTV-capsble receiven and other 
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October 12, 2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my oppoFition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for  devices that limit my rishts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely 

Stave Bryant 
952 Wemberton Drive 
Nashville, TN 37214 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive m a r k t  for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment Will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being chacged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my r i g h t 5  at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas Immel 
3636 Solano Ave 
ILchmond, CA 94805 
USA 
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October 12,1003 

Chairman Micheel K. Powell 
Federal Communicntions Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wnshkgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm Writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "bmsdcest flag" technology for digital television. AB e consumer 
and citizen, I feel shongly thst such a policy would be bed for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimnte edopticn of DTY. 

A robust, competitive market for ccnsumer electronics must be rooted in manufncturen' nbility to innovate for their customers. Allowing 
movie  studio^ to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell teehnologidn what new productp they can 
creste. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect whst ccnsumers like me nctuaUy want and it could result in me being 
c h q e d  mcre mcney for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issue8 a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Uely  to mnke an investment in DTV-cnpable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pny mcre for devices that h i t  my righte nt the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast fl0$ 

technology for digital television. n~nnk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Rebecce Robinson 
1522 W Cornelin Ave 
Wnukegan, IL 60085 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 5:48:51 PM, 10/12103 5413023099 

- -  
October 12. 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Eric Danker 
5 5 3  Winter Bluff Dr 
Fenton, MO 63026 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon ot "broadcast tlag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon. AS a 
consumer and cnlzen, I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlahts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competRlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllty to Innovate tor thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle ~tudlos to veto features ot DTV-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result h products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor tunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast ?lag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgnal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Ravle Samuel 
10604 Satlnwood Clrcle 
Orlando, FL 32825 
USA 
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October 14,2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal C o n u n u n i o a h ~  commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Miohael Powell, 

I rn wri(inp to voice my oppppow&n to my FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a oonsumer 
and ciIizen. I feel swongly that such a policy would be bad for hovat icn,  consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive matket for consumer elecbonici must be rooted in manufnchuers' nbility to h o v s t e  for their customers. Allowin& 
movie wtudios to veto features of DN-reception equipment will enable the itudias to tell technologists what new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functicndty. 

If the FCC iwues a broadcant flag mandate, I would aehlally be less E e l y  to m&e 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for didtsl television. T h d  you for your time. 

investment in D N a p a b l e  receivers and other 

Sincerely, 

Michael Stickel 
90 Quincy Share Dr Apt 707 
Quincy, MA02171 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon ot "broadcast (lag" technology tor dlgtal telwlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlren, I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot D l V  

A robust, competnlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
CUstOmerS. Allowlng movle studlos to veto teatures ot DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly retlect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money tor lnterlor functlonallty. 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast tlag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devbes that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast (lag technology tor dlgltal televlslon. Thank you tor your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Alaln Bertrand 
5791 Masters Cowt 
West Valley, UT 84128 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federd Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adopclon of "broadcast flag" technology for &gtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie rtudtos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the stuhos to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an invesbnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will notpay more for dwices that limit my rights at the behest of Ho l lyood .  
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgi td  television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

E& Schaub 
3 P a r h e w  Ave 
Nom&, CT 06853 
USA 
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October Y2, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D l V  

A robust, compettlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor lunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more fer devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Tom Dygon 

Mllllanl, HI 96789 
95.1127 Ahoka St 

USA 
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October 12. 2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 
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October 12,2003 

C h h a n  Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Weahingtm, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I m d t h g  to voice my opposition to MY FCC-mandated adoption of "broedcsst flag" technology for digital television. All a oonsumer 
and citiren, I feel shongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consuner rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for conuuner electmnics must be rooted in mmufactwerv' ability to innovate for their customem. A U o h g  
movie studios to veto featurei of D7V.reeeption equipment will enable the  studio^ to tell teohnologists what new products they EM 

create. Thin will result in producu that don't necessdy  reflect what consumers liLe me actually wnnt, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC imues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be lcm Uely to m&e an investment in DTV-eapable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank. you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Dean Costello 
6128 Rivanns Dr 
Sprkgfield, VA 22 I50 
USA 
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_ _  
October 12. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commisiion 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely , 

Ross Vandsgrift 
530 School Road 
Lincoln University, PA 1 9 3 5 2  
USA 
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_ _  
October 12. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. A s  a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Michael Anderson 
2 4 9 5  S Gaylord St Apt 6 
Denver. CO 80210 
USA 


